2
T
2
<
-4
PN
il
=2
X
Lo
r,
-
<
I
s
I
i
ol
NE,
2
1%

10-1. [=A] 3
10-2. [FAAA]7F2EN A4 34

10-3. [FAAY A Fof R FAA4] &5 2AL
10-4. [43]F&5 T AL R a7

10-5. [2¥ &3 H(LIBS, Raman spectroscopy) &8 4+

10-6. [AF]aA] ZAUYXEZY =3 4 2 9 dF

AP 3R & IF4 XEL(eXtreme Energy Lab.)

A7A EH oA http://ecl.snu.ac.kr/

24 AFA: (02) 880-9334, E-mail: jjyoh@snu.ac.kr

gz FF3 (02) 880-1507, E-mail: vkgkgk1002@snu.ac.kr



};-]

& v 999 AAE dAHs= Aol
22k FolA B AANES AT WA FEHd FAS o]ged Wk
do=z Hojo A HW olygt AWl FAoR= AAtstaA st 99S
A= Wale BEr71sdtth, welba, Autocad EE Solidworks 5 3D-Computer Aided
Design(CAD)E o] &3dlo], 3t dA4LS By & H4A mdwyd 5 STL file format
Prog FFote 3Ad P AAE AAse g sol JNEEHJAT olE S
235 I A4 F FHEY FA A o] ThsstAl drk @ ALl gk
A= SastAw Aol o3k Sheo] FxAo dg As 2
W5 o587 93 fluid structure interaction(FSI) 7]®¥e] 2
FrAlel aLA Atele] AAME FAstar AACA A Fk(boundary condition)s 2783l
Folof  FAet aAe NS ST F Aok 2 AFAHAME= ghost  fluid
method(GFM)& AR&3ste]l AAAE F4 2 AA#S ZAgo. E=3 3249 &P
Aakol A= computational loadS #H43}817] e a3k o] MeshE A#3} dlF&=
v ol Adaptive Mesh Refinement (AMR)$} $=x]ejA1e WEdAH o7 o] ALkes=
Message Passing Interface (MPDE A}-&3+c},

—
(@)
-
i
il‘
Ko}
>
T
o
ol
=y
N
o
o
X
lo
i
1
i,
H
o2,
o
NE,
o)

)

!
re

A1)
3@
o
o o
:{o
=y
BN
2
1o

%
=

{0

o

(@)

Fig 1. Deflagration spreading inside a plant module shown at different times.
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